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Box No. I Basis of the report 



1. With regard to the language, this report is based on the international application in the language In which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This report is based on translations from the original language into the following language , 
which is the language of a translation fumished for the purposes of: 

□ international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)) 

□ publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4) 

□ international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 andfer 55.3) 

2 With reoard to the elements* of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which 
have SXi^^^^^ Office in response to an invitation under Articie 14 are referred to ,n th,s 

report as "originaily filed" and are not annexed to this report): 



Description, Pages 

.|.-I4 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

.|.33 as originally filed 

□ a sequence listing andA)r any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing 

3. □ The. amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims. Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheetsyfigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

A n This reoort has been established as if (some of) the amendments annexed to this report and listed below 
had no^been m^^^ they have been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the 
Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheetsAigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

* If item 4 applies, some or all of these sheets may he marked "superseded, " 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-33 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-33 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-33 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7): 
see separate sheet 
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IMTERNATIONAL PREUMINARY International application No. 
r.Vp°.y.?.^l.?^l^"°'"^ POT/3B20O4/000aS0 

Section V. 

1. State of the Art. Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 : WO 00/65339 A 
D2: WO 02/057772 A 

D3: DATABASE WPI Section Ch. Week 8345 Derwent Publications Ltd., London, 
GB; Class J04,Page 2, AN 1 983-81 3626 

& SU 989 479 A (LENINGRAD ZHDANOV UNIV). (1983-01-15) 
D4: DE 19 52 539 A 



2. Inventive Step (Art. 33(3) PCT). 

The arguments of the applicants were received and agreed upon insofar as the used 
bromide salt is basically not hygroscopic. Nonetheless the arguments as set out before 
and the objection with respect to a lacking inventive step (Art. 33(3)) is maintained. 

2.1. Independent claim 1. 

Document D1 (WO0065339 A) is considered to represent the closest pnor art. D1 
discloses an indicating desiccant comprising a silica based material and a iron salt as the 
active indicating component. 

-The difference between the characterizing features of D1 and claim 1 of the present 
application consists in the source of bromide added to the active indicating matenal. 

-The technical effect of the distinguishing feature is seen in an enhanced sensitivity 
of the indication system in the presence of the bromide salt due to synergistic effects, 
such as an increase in the color contrast obtained in a given humidity range. 

- The technical problem to be solved is consequently seen in the need for 
enhancing the color contrast of the iron indicating system known from the prior art. 

- The use of synergistic salts, and bromides in particular is common in the art, since 
these salts are known to improve the performance of moisture indicating systems. 
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Furthermore, this synergistic effect has been explicitly shown for copper based water 
indicating systems in combination with bromides. The effects of the used salts being 
commonly based on a enhanced color contrasts obtained by the added salts. 
The person skilled in the art would starting from D1 and the above fomnulated 
problem add a synergistic salt to the iron based indicator. Furthemiore the skilled 
person would be aware of D2 and use the teaching of the document to solve the 
above problem and so - or by trial and error - arrive at the subject matter of claim 1 . 
However, none of these steps of the skilled person requires exercising an inventive 
skill. 

Therefore claim 1 lacks an inventive step, in breach of Art. 33(3) PCT. 
Dependent Claims. 

2.2. Claims 2 and 3 do not introduce inventive subject matter since the teaching of D1 
Implicitly points towards a copper free indicator composition. 

2 3 Claims 4-18 are directed towards the ratio of bromine relative to iron. However, none 
of the subject matter appears to provide a surprising technical effect nor a substantial 
contribution over the available prior art. Therefore claims 4-18 are also regarded as 
lacking an inventive step in the sense of Art. 33(3) PCT. 

2.4. Related arguments also apply with respect to dependent claims 19-28, which add 
nothing inventive to the claim they depend on. 

2.5. Independent claim 29. . . ox *k 

In view of the arguments put fonward under 2.1 . and the teaching of D1 (e.g. claim 8) the 
method claimed in claim 29 also lacks an inventive step, in breach of Art. 33(3) PCT. 

2 6 Claims 30-33 are directed towards standard processes that the skilled person would 
apply according to the technical requirements of the indicating system. However, the 
choice and application of such steps do not require an inventive skill. Therefore, claims 
30-33 lack an inventive step, in breach of Art. 33(3) PCT. 

***************************************** 
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